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Close the WAR Show 


Every Father's Day weekend in June, the Hamilton International Air Show is held. 
The Hamilton's Father’s Day Coalition for Peace is working to close it! — By Randy Kay 


—C— 
U.S. Air-Force Sued Over Low-Level Training Fligh 
By Cat Lazaroff 


—i— 
A Carnival for Justice in Washington, D.C. 


A special report on the Mobilization for Global Justice (A16) in Washington, D.C. 
By Summer Renault-Steele, Chris Davenport and Chai Kalevar 


Live from Windsor - it’s Protest Night In Canada! 
The Organization of American States is meeting in Windsor in June to discuss the future 


of the Free Trade Area of the Americas. Join the challenge to the globalization agenda 
and corporate totalitarianism — By Bernard Eccles 


Some Considerations on the Interface Between 
Mega-technology and the Biosphere 


or Friends, Citizens of the Earth, Techno Sapiens: Lend me your sensors! 
By Bernard Eccles 


DND Watch: Minister of Defence Says “Yes” to the BMD! 
By Ed Reece (ed_reece@yahoo.ca) 
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June 17-18, 2000 - Hamilton, Ontario 


"How much longer must we play at deadly war games be- 
fore we heed the plaintive pleas of the unnumbered dead 
and maimed of past wars. We must concentrate not 
merely on the eradication of war but on the affirmation of 
peace" Martin Luther King Jr. 


The Province-wide Homes Not Bombs (HNB) network and 
Hamilton's Father's Day Coalition for Peace (FDCP) are 
working to close the Hamilton International War Show, 
held every Father's Day weekend in June. They are plan- 
ning for a large nonviolent "civil obedience action,” and 
peaceful rally and celebration of peaceful alternatives run- 
ning June 17 in Hamilton. 


The War Show (a.k.a. "Air Show") presents the planes that 
would launch World War Three in a fun-filled family event: 
Nuclear Capable B52 Bombers, the cancer causing De- 
pleted Uranium firing ALO Thunderbolt, and numerous 
other fighter planes are on display so spectators can get 
"up close and personal" with Armageddon. 


"Just Plane Fun"? Not for the victims of these planes' 
weaponry: Civilians in Kosovo, Yugoslavia and Iraq who 
have had their families killed, their homes and highways 
blown up, their hospitals devastated would rightly look 
upon such a display in horror. 


At the War Show kids get to put on military helmets, have 
their faces painted camouflage green, and run through 
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Kiddie Commando as soldiers fire water pistols at them as 
they make their way through a military obstacle course. 
Kids barely old enough to say their names can play, as 
there is no age limit. 


Next door to Kiddie Commando, the Canadian military re- 
cruiters eye the young for future soldiers; no United Na- 
tions monitors are there to make sure Canada upholds its 
commitment to not recruit those under 16 years of age. 


In a climate where calls for action on the national disaster 
of homelessness inexplicably result in a federal budget 
granting a $2 billion increase in the military budget and 
nothing for housing, the War Show stands as a glaring 
symbol of misplaced priorities. The new and improved 
killing potential of Canada's CF18 warplanes are brought 
about on the back of Canada's cash starved social security 
programs, even at the expense of Canadian soldiers re- 
turning from war torn areas to a country that neglects their 
battle induced health concerns. 


Build a Culture of Peace Today 

Last year five people were arrested for non-violently draw- 
ing attention to a culture of war. The arrests (for 
"trespassing”) took place during the Father's Day weekend 
at the Hamilton International War Show, 1999. Five men, 
part of a larger group, held a vigil for victims of war on the 
grounds of the Air Show. They stood in front of an A-10 


Thunderbolt, a warplane that shoots depleted uranium 
(D.U.) bullets, which have been linked to "Gulf War Syn- 
drome”, and to an increase in cancer and birth defects in 
iraq. The signs they held spoke the simple truth about the 
show: "These planes are built to kill and maim.” Once ar- 
rested they were taken to holding cells at the Central Po- 
lice station and held for 6 hours. 


Homes Not Bombs and the Father's Day Coalition for 
Peace are taking steps to close the war show with a non- 
violent resistance action and Festival of Life June 17-18, 
2000. 


The year 2000 has been designated the International Year 
for the Culture of Peace by the United Nations. A culture of 
Peace calls for respect for life, ending of violence and pro- 
motion and practice of non-violence through education, di- 
alogue and cooperation as well as a commitment to peace- 
ful settlement of conflicts, while recognizing that civil soci- 
ety needs to be fully engaged in fuller development of a 
culture of peace. 


HNB and FDCP are inviting activists from across Ontario 
and Quebec to come to Hamilton to help shut down the 
celebration of War and set up a Festival of Life. We are or- 
ganizing buses to bring people to Hamilton on Friday June 
16, 2000 to prepare for a large, vibrant demonstration 
and resistance on Saturday June 17. 


Groundwork leading to a large demonstration in June 
2000 has been ongoing since June 1999. The Father's 
Day Coalition has produced a short documentary video as 
an outreach and educational tool to raise awareness 
about the nature of the War Show and to counter the role 
of major Hamilton media, all of whom co-sponsor the War 
Show. Hamilton-Wentworth Regional Council and the Re- 
gional Grants committee have been approached to request 
that the $100,000 yearly grant to the War Show be can- 
celled (it wasn't), and a letter writing campaign to have the 
War Show's charitable status revoked by Revenue Canada 
has just begun. 


June 17-18, 2000 Guidelines 

Some guidelines have been established by the Hamilton 
groups to give an overall shape to the event, leaving lots of 
room for creative input from affinity groups, and individu- 
als coming to Hamilton from different geographic areas 
and backgrounds. 


Non-Violent - Attention will be focused on joyous alterna- 
tives to the destructive abilities of the warplanes inside the 
show. HNB and the FDCP request that people use no physi- 
cal or verbal violence toward any person attempting to en- 
ter the War Show. 


Celebratory - There is the expectancy to have things like 
giant puppets, easily transportable props that play on the 
themes lost to the War Show; games and role plays cele- 


brating life without war; music, drumming; colourful ban- 
ners, etc. Affinity groups are asked to come up with a vi- 
sion they would like to see expressed. 


Truthful - Remembering what these planes do and re- 
member their victims with "die-ins,” by holding pictures of 
destruction and human misery, by citing international laws 
trampled by the war-makers, etc. Again, affinity groups can 
use their creativity to come up with suitable items. 


Friday June 16 - Buses from across Ontario arrive in 
Hamilton: HNB and the FDCP will host a dinner after which 
we will discuss and get consensus on affinity group ac- 
tions. This will guarantee a level of trust and safety for all 
demonstrators on Saturday. HNB and the FDCP are asking 
that affinity groups not include property damage in their 
plans for this action. (Leave it to the B52s to do that.) 


There will be time for last minute non-violent civil disobedi- 
ence training. Affinity groups and those risking arrest will 
go over scenarios. 


Saturday June 17 - Rise at 6:00 am - breakfast, then a 
bus drive to the site of War Show by 7:30am - begin action 
with a morning vigil at car entrance to War Show, set up 
the festival of life, leaflet, display banners, etc. Some affin- 
ity groups may be doing blockades and processions, etc. 


We want to stress that there is room for many levels of ac- 
tivity and they are all needed to make this demonstration a 
success. They will need water carriers and Mr. Freezie dis- 
pensers (to hand out to cars held up in line), drivers, con- 
flict resolution people, media spokespeople, banner hold- 
ers, affinity group liaisons, blockaders, jail support, 
singers, drummers, jugglers, dancers, actors, kite-makers 
and lots more. 


HNB and the FDCP want to come and solicit your ideas 
and discuss details with you in your communities in the 
months leading up to June. We can arrange for non-violent 
civil disobedience training, and we will be glad to feed and 
shelter you in Hamilton. 


Contact the Father’s Day Coalition for Peace 
Join the “Close the War Show” Committee 
c/o Hamilton Action for Social Change 
hasc@tao.ca (905) 627-2696 or (905) 528-5925 
1280 Main Street West, Box 19 Hamilton ON L8S 1CO 


Regional Provincial Contacts 
Homes Not Bombs network: 
Toronto Action for Social Change 
tasc@web.net (416) 651-5800 
Guelph - mandy@tao.ca - (519) 766-4079 
Kitchener Waterloo - (519) 584-7556 
Ottawa - briane@tao.ca (613) 237-6278 
Windsor - (519) 258-1555 


Close The WAR Show 


by Cat Lazaroff 


A broad coalition of citizens groups from around the country 
filed suit in Federal District Court in Washington, D.C., last 
week to force the United States Air Force to reevaluate its flight 
training program. The groups, led by the Rural Alliance for 
Military Accountability and the Center for Biological Diversity, 
say low level military training flights harm wildlife, livestock 
and rural communities. 


The lawsuit seeks to require the Air Force to prepare a program- 
matic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for its nationwide 
low level flight training program. The coalition says the Air 
Force is violating the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) by failing to comprehensively address the environmen- 
tal impacts of the Program, as required by federal law and as 
requested for years by other government agencies and concerned 
citizens. The lawsuit also seeks to halt Air Force low-level 
flights until the required PEIS has been prepared. The defend- 
ants named in the case include the Air Force, Acting Secretary of 
the Air Force F. Whitten Peters, the Department of Defense, and 
Secretary of Defense William Cohen. 


"The Air Force's low-level flight training program consists of 
highly intrusive military flights over many rural, undeveloped 
areas throughout the nation, including national parks, wilderness 
areas, national wildlife refuges and wild and scenic rivers," said 
Peter Galvin, Conservation Biologist for the Center for Biologi- 
cal Diversity. "These low-level military overflights are ex- 
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tremely loud, sometimes deafening, and 
startling to human beings and animals, 
causing wildlife and livestock to panic and 
stampede and impairing their ability to 
reproduce and raise their young," Galvin 
continued." Cumulatively, these low-level 
overflights are having very harmful impacts 
on numerous wildlife species, including 
migratory birds, raptors such as bald eagles 
and peregrine falcons, mammals such as 
bighorn sheep and antelope, cultural 
resources and rural communities." 


The groups are concerned about military 
planes - including fighter planes, bombers, 
troop and equipment transports, and other 
military aircraft - flying as low as 100 feet 
above ground level. The Air Force defines 
low-altitude airspace as the airspace from 
3000 feet to 100 feet above ground level 
(AGL), but the majority of the Air Force's 
low-level training flights are conducted 
between 200 and 500 feet AGL, and 
sometimes are as low as 100 feet AGL, the 
lawsuit alleges. Aircraft on these low-level 
flights fly at speeds up to 645 miles per 
hour. 


Low-level military overflights are extremely loud, with noise 
levels that often exceed 110 decibels - at or above the pain 
threshold for humans. Because the planes fly close to the 
ground, hugging the terrain, low-level overflights of military 
aircraft can also involve a sudden visual intrusion. Severe 
reactions of shock or panic, called startle effects, often are 
caused in both humans and animals by the sudden appearance 
and tremendous noise of low-level military overflights, the 


groups Say. 


The Air Force says the low level flights are necessary to provide 
effective training for its pilots. "Realistic training is essential for 
the United States Air Force," the Air Force said in a statement. 
"It provides the combat edge that enables victory in battle and 
reduces American casualties. The Air Force works closely with 
federal agencies, Native American Tribes, and local govern- 
ments to balance its test, training and readiness requirements 
with responsible environmental stewardship and traditional land 
uses (such as recreation, hunting, grazing, etc)." 


"The Air Force analyzes the potential impacts of low-level 
flights when needed for training and does not believe that 
stopping training flights is warranted," the statement continues. 
The Air Force also pointed out that the Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration, not the Air Force, has control over U.S. airspace and 
sets flight regulations. The coalition involved in the case 
includes twelve citizens’ groups, including the Rural Alliance for 
Military Accountability (RAMA), an umbrella organization for 


Continued on page 21 5 


“Do you intend to be arrested?” Richard, the organizer 
heading our bus asked me. 

“Um...” 

“Will you be returning on the bus with us tomorrow?” 

This question was posed to every activist crossing the bor- 
der April 15. We were four busloads of International So- 
cialists and WTO Action Coalition members, interspersed 
with a band of concerned students as well as labour, envi- 
ronmental and animal rights activists. Our small and di- 
verse tribe had joined forces for “Seattle number two.” 
Among the varied group | met mostly young people, al- 
though ages ranged from 15 to 50. 


The first activist | had the pleasure of meeting was Erika, a 
twenty-something year old actress who works with “Mixed” 
Theatre Company. The company performs plays with politi- 
cally moral or controversial issues throughout schools in 
the greater Toronto area. 


“Some are more active than others.” She replied when 
asked why she was the only company member in Washing- 
ton. “Some go out and join rallies and others just stay at 
home. But I'll go back and tell them about it.” Other young 
people | met included Kim, an International Socialist and 
aspiring dance professional at the School of Toronto 
Dance Theatre; Tanya, a 17 year-old who actively partici- 
pates in Rugmare - an organization working to fight child 
labour in India and Pakistan. Erin, Naomi, Caitlin, Matt and 


30,000 Rally Against the IMF and the World Bank 


A report from the A16 Mobilization for Global Justice - By Summer Renault-Steele 


Fraiser were a few of the pack from Inglenook Community 
High School and City School in Toronto. 


After twelve long hours we arrived Washington DC, where 
we fused into a crowd of activists from all over the world, 
estimated by organizers at 30,000 but minimized to 
10,000 in the statements issued by the Washington 
police-force. Those of us from Ontario were a micro reflec- 
tion of the variety of activists uniting to protest at the con- 
ferences of the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the 
World Bank. There were organizations of socialists, 
crowds of anarchists, artists and unions. Even a vegan as- 
sociation asserted itself with a banner reading “Factory 
Farms are Sweat Shops, Go Vegan!” It was uplifting to see 
that so many different people from all over recognized the 
need to come together and dispel the harmful ideologies 
behind institutions like the IMF and the World Bank. 


It was quite apparent that | was only a drop in the deluge 
of international protest that first materialized in Seattle, 
and was now resurfacing in Washington. Last November, 
the World Trade Organization was distilled from its politely 
vague existence in popular culture with the same spirit we 
created in Washington; one of grass roots demand for 
global justice. 


If anything, these protests have been successful because 
more people have become aware of the undemocratic au- 


A16 Mobilization for Global Justice 


thority yielded by powers like the World Trade Organiza- 
tion, the IMF and the World Bank. The titles “International 
Monetary Fund” and “World Bank” however, are still, to 
many of my teenage friends, ambiguous and distant. The 
average kid doesn't really know about the ways in which 
these institutions control many facets of life around the 
world. | find that the majority of teenagers do care about 
the implications of the IMF and World Bank, but like most 
people, they just don’t realize the connection between the 
humanitarian and environmental symptoms and their cor- 
porate causes. Sure, child labour sucks, but what does 
that have to do with the IMF? 
Yeah, that state terrorism stuff 
in South America is no good, 
but what does that have to do 
with the World Bank? 


It is time that the correlation be 
made clear to all, between the 
tragedies that smear our news- 
paper headlines and the institu- 
tions that thrive in our own 
backyards. In my eyes, that was 
what Washington was all about. 


Under the hot glare of the noon- 
hour sun, the mass of energetic 
protesters spilled far beyond 
the Ellipse, an oval shaped, 
football-field of a front lawn 
stretching before the White 
House. The Ellipse was where 
the American Federation of 
Labour, one of the main instiga- 
tors of the rally, had established 
our demonstration permit. 
Across the expanse of heads 
and signs, leaders of organiza- 
tions like “50 Years is Enough” 
and “Jubilee 2000” broadcast words of inspiration and 
motivation from a concert stage. My attention was 
snatched from the distracting crowd by the introduction of 
Oskar Olivera, a community labour leader from Bolivia 
turned political refugee. His story provides an example of 
the injustice proliferated by global economic webs woven 
by the IMF and World Bank. The predicament of Bolivia's 
people is just one of the many stories that personally fu- 
eled my trip to Washington. 


Since late 1999, Bolivia has been in civil turmoil over the 
privatization of the national water system by the company 
Aguas Del Tunari, the corporate child of U.K.-based Inter- 
national Water Limited. Bolivia’s water system, reportedly 
worth millions, was sold to Aguas Del Tunari (the only bid- 
der) for a capital investment of less than $20,000. Why 
would an already poor country like Bolivia commit to such 
an obviously unprofitable sale? Because Bolivia's govern- 
ment was instructed to do so by the World Bank. But why 
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would an institution like the World Bank, based in the U.S., 
have any authority over what financial choices the Bolivian | 
government makes? 


The key is found in the term SAPs, or Structural Adjust- 
ment Programs. (Also known by antagonists as the 
acronym for “Selling Anything Public”). The detrimental 
consequences of SAPs are the same for most Southern 
countries. These countries seek loans from the World Bank 
to alleviate the poverty experienced from natural disaster, 
war, or simply the impoverishing consequences of a post- 
colonial society. (Keep in 
mind that war sometimes is a 
post-colonial consequence). 
The loans, issued by the World 
Bank, come with staggering 
interest rates and are coupled 
with SAPs formulated by the 
IMF. 99% of the time, these 
SAPs call for decentralization 
of government, elimination of 
trades and tariffs, as well as 
significant reduction in labour 
and environmental protection 
laws. These neo-liberal ingre- 
dients make the country in 
debt an open playground for 
multinational corporations to 
snatch a country's public ne- 
cessity like water. This is how 
a group of businessmen in 
Washington can eliminate the 
national sovereignty of Bolivia, 
and force the sale of the coun- 
try's water system. This is how 
some guy in the U.K. can con- 
trol how much a citizen in Bo- 
livia pays for water. Interest- 
ingly enough, many multina- 
tional corporations are located 
in the U.S. along with their fiscal buddies, the World Bank 
and IMF. Indeed, the San Francisco based Bechtel corpo- 
ration is a major investor behind International Water Lim- 
ited. Not so fast Canadian patriots! Canada is also a cul- 
prit. We too house multinational corporations, as does 
Japan, Germany, the U.K., and most other Northern coun- 


tries. 


What happens when a country refuses to bow under the 
weight of SAPs? That country faces sanctions from IMF 
and World Bank member countries, and is virtually shut 
out from global trade of any kind. 


Hold on a minute. Who elected the IMF and World Bank to 
govern the world markets? So far not one single loan or 
SAP has benefited a country in need. In fact, the policies 
of these institutions have only resulted in profit for a few, 
but suffering for most. This is exactly what is happening in 
Bolivia, as stated by Oskar Olivera, “We're questioning that 


others, the World Bank, International business, should be 
deciding these basic issues (water privatization) for us. 
For us, that is democracy.” 


In the recent case of Cochabamba, Bolivia, the company 

_ Aguas Del Tunari raised monthly water costs from an aver- 
age of $5.00 to $20.00 (U.S.). In Bolivia, the monthly in- 
come of a household totals less than $100.00. Bolivians 
simply could not afford the basic necessity of water after 
its privatization. 


The people of Bolivia responded to the outrageous price 
hikes with the formation of La Coordinadora, a coalition of 
workers, environmentalists, artisans, neighbourhood orga- 
nizations and ordinary citizens young and old, who came 
together to defend their right to water. Oskar Olivera is 
one of the leaders of this grass roots initiative. 


Under Olivera’s leadership, a general strike froze 
Cochabamba, and volumes of protesters marched for 
days. They were met with military tear gas and brutality, 
and the suspension of their civil rights with the declaration 
of martial law. Olivera himself had to retreat into hiding to 
escape arrest. He escaped Bolivia by stealing from house 
to house until he crossed the border, traveling unseen to 
speak to us in Washington. | was honoured to be in his 
presence. 


After Olivera's speech, a man and woman wound through 
the crowd, beating on a drum and shouting “People taking 
tear gas! Come and help us! Enough preaching to the 
choir!” With that | grabbed my friends and we marched to- 
wards the confusion of protesters in the street bordering 
the Ellipse. 


A woman distinctly dressed in a crossing guard's vest and 
cap marked “Legal Observer” warned us, “Everyone be- 
yond this point is risking arrest.” We climbed through a 
hole in the flimsy fence, meant to contain the protest. 
(Upon return we observed that the entire fence had been 
forced to the ground under the zealous trample of 
protesters’ feet). The Legal Observers were there to be 
official witnesses to any violence that may have occurred 
during the rally. They played an essential role, organizing, 
informing, even lending their voices to our anti-IMF chants! 
The presence of the Observers barely scratched the sur- 
face of my fear however, when | saw those militaristic rows 
of police officers. 


| comforted myself with the reminder that all police offi- 
cers are after all, trained to be intimidating. An officer re- 
ally is more bark than bite. The “bark” of the Washington 
police force included two helicopters, motorcycles, billy 
clubs, tear gas, rubber bullets, dogs, horses and full riot 
gear. What were they anticipating? It's not as if we were 
those same threatening, no doubt deadly students who 
gathered in Tienamen Square! Come on...let’s be realistic 
here. 


What really disturbed me about the police, was how re- 
pressed | felt by their presence. They did their best to get 
us off the streets and far from the meetings we were 
protesting. There definitely was unprovoked violence on 
the officers’ behalf. One incident for example was when a 
woman, sitting with a line of peaceful demonstrators, was 
run over with a police motorcycle. | felt enraged that the 
government would use violence and intimidation to in- 
fringe on my democratic right to peacefully protest! | sup- 
pose the unnecessary police enforcement is evidence of 
how much we scared them. 


Throughout the day | did a lot of 
marching, road-blocking, chant- 
ing and even dancing. | decided 
to focus on the corruption of the 
IMF and World Bank, rather than 
the corruption illustrated by the 
Washington police force. Police 
serve as the government's tool of 
distraction, and I came to the 
conclusion that it is difficult but 
necessary for every activist to ig- 
nore them and concentrate on 
furthering the cause as much as 
possible. 


On the bus ride home | was tired, 
sunburned, dirty, and wishing | 
could've stayed to continue the 
protest. | applaud and admire 
those who relentlessly worked 
the week of A16. 


A16 Mobilization for Global Justice 


Anti-Capitalist 
Carnival 


By Chris Davenport 


| must admit, considering the behaviour of the po- 
lice in Seattle last November, | was a little bit nervous 
about making the trek down to Washington, D.C., for a 
massive rally against the World Bank and the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF) on April 16th. The prospect of being 
beaten, gassed, and pepper sprayed was not too appeal- 
ing. Somewhere in the back of my mind though, | had con- 
vinced myself that things would be different in Washing- 
ton. The world would be watching a lot closer this time, 
with a federal election just around the corner. 


Just two days before the main A16 rally, | had pretty 
much given up on the idea of actually attending, as | had 
no means of transportation to D.C., and no accommoda- 
tions arranged. | called several activist connections and 
checked www.A16.org for busing info, and found every- 
thing was booked solid. | put myself on several waiting 
lists and cleared up my answering machine for some di- 
vine intervention. And it happened! On Friday afternoon | 
received a call from Ritch Wyman, an organizer for the 
Toronto contingency heading down to D.C. Several groups 
in Toronto, including the Toronto WTO Action Coalition, had 
chartered four buses to D.C., and Ritch was in the process 
of filling the seats of cancellations. 


On Saturday, April 15°, about 300 activists 
marched through the streets of Toronto as a preliminary to 
the actions in D.C. The spring sun embraced an all-ages 
group as the sounds of drumming and a saxophone led 
the way. 


The occupants of the bus were charged with antici- 
pation and it showed on their faces. Many new friendships 
formed before the bus had even left Toronto. 


On the bus we watched some films about the scene 
in Seattle, and we learned a bit about what to expect, and 
how the police would behave. The photos that dominated 
the international newspapers after the November demo 
gave me a pretty good idea what | should expect from the 
American military (oops, | meant police), but | hadn't seen 
any video coverage (I don’t watch TV). What! saw in these 
films was a real eye opener - no pun intended! Protesters 
suffered an unbelievable onslaught of pepper spray - gal- 
lons of it. It would be interesting to get the stats on the 
pepper spray and tear gas. You know....who makes it, how 
much does it cost, how much did they buy, etc., etc. 


What was even more disturbing was how these 
weapons were used. The people being sprayed were not 
rowdy and out of control. In fact, they were being incredi- 
bly peaceful under the circumstances. They sat on the 
ground in solidarity as the tear gas closed in with the po- 
lice close behind. The police responded to these non- 
provocative groups by surrounding them and spraying 
them with pepper at point-blank range. Many people were 
wearing masks or tried to use their hands to protect their 
faces. The police ripped off masks and pulled hands away, 
spraying the victims directly in their eyes. The whole thing 
was absolutely appalling. Is this what | had to look forward 
to? | opted not to protect my face. | got the impression 
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that doing so would make me more of a target. It was a 
chance | was prepared to take. 


Our very sleepless but inspired crowd arrived at 
the Ellipse (behind the White House) at 6:30 a.m. and im- 
mediately began preparing for the day. Placards were sta- 
pled as several people began getting into anti-capitalist 
costumes. The ground was wet from a fresh spring rain, 
and the air was still very humid. | felt like | had made it to 
Seattle after all! 


The city was asleep 
and silent, except for the 
10,000,000 or so police cars 
cruising about the place. 

The IMF meetings were 
slated to start at around 
8:30, and the police were 
definitely ready! Everywhere 
there seemed to be police 
cars milling about with sirens 
in full throttle. Even a police 
helicopter patrolled from the 
sky. Some of the cars ap- 
peared to be escorting un- 
marked cars and vans. 

Could these be IMF dele- 
gates? It would be easy to 
speculate, but | could not say 
for sure. Perhaps they were 
making an attempt at intimi- 
dating us? Whatever their 
motives were, they were al- 
ready beginning to annoy me 
- and we had just arrived! 


After everyone had 
gathered their space at the 
edge of the Ellipse, we were handed maps and given a ba- 
sic overview of where the main rally and actions would be 
happening. We were advised to stay in groups and to 
watch out for each other. It felt just like a 6" grade class 
trip! | gathered together with a group that was heading out 
for some breakfast. An ACTivist can't agitate on an empty 
stomach! We walked for what seemed like several blocks 
as two police cars followed slowly beside us. We got tired 
of searching aimlessly (as everything appeared to be 
closed), and decided to ask our police escort to the near- 
est vegan friendly restaurant. 


We were directed to a most excellent greasy 
spoon in the form of a waffle house across the street from 
the Hard-Rock Cafe. It was occupied by several hungry po- 
lice officers preparing for the day. We had been delivered 
into a “safety zone”, and our escort retreated back into the 
streets. 


| knew the waffle house would be the most rest | 
would have all day, so | cherished every moment. | also 
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knew that these would be the same police officers who 
would either make or break the day. The whole situation 
left me with a very strange feeling. One of the officers 
complained about having to work the overtime, explaining 
that he wished to be out on the streets marching WITH us!! 


After breakfast, our group of seven headed out to- 
wards the IMF building on 19" street. On our way, we 
watched, as police hauled off a lone protester for no ap- 
parent reason. Police in full riot gear had already as- 
sumed control of the main 
intersections around the 
IMF building. Several hun- 
dred protesters had al- 
ready began challenging 
the police presence, haul- 
ing props, shouting slo- 
gans and waving 
“RESIST!” placards. 


A large number of 
the protesters were from 
the punk anarchist scene 
- dark clothing, and 
coloured hair. They were 
very well organized and 
completely unintimidated 
by the police. Abouta 
block away from the main 
action in front of the IMF, 
about twenty anarchists 
began lifting cars and car- 
rying them into the 
streets, ostensibly to pre- 
vent more police from en- 

tering the area with their 
vehicles. 


Several people in green shirts and hats were tak- 
ing notes from the street corners. Later in the day | dis- 
covered that they were legal observers from the Midnight 
Express legal defense team. | also heard rumors that the 
police had confiscated notes from some of these people. 
It would be only one of many disturbing stories | would 
hear. 


As more and more people poured into the inter- 
sections around the IMF, tensions began to rise. Police 
dogs barked wildly, waiting to attack. The corner became 
over-crowded, and our group moved out into the street. 
We headed down to the next block where a crowd had 
formed a human chain from one side of the street to an- 
other. They held a banner with a straightforward message 
- “CHANGE”. | began photographing the group when my 
brother in law, Willie R. recognized me. We had a short re- 
union and my group moved on. 


Two weeks later, | learned that he spent the night 
in jail after police began sweeping the streets. He de- 
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scribed the jail scene as complete solidarity - a truly 
amazing experience! His group refused to be fingerprinted 
when being processed, and this really upset the police. 
They threatened to break their fingers if they didn’t com- 
ply, forcing their fingers back as they were shoved against 
a wall. They refused to comply, and the police began 
shouting at them - calling them agitators. 


Eventually they were separated from the rest of 
the prisoners and moved to another facility. On the way, 
one of the group noted that the sound of the siren was 
strange from the inside of the police vehicle. Normally, a 
siren is heard approaching and then leaving - this con- 
stant sound became too much to bear. “Do you take re- 
quests?” one of the prisoners said to the cop driving the 
van. The driver complied, and began alternating the siren 
in an eclectic soup of sounds. The occupants began dis- 
cussing the day's activities and the activities of the IMF. 
To their surprise, the officer driving was very supportive of 
their actions, and was quite aware of IMF activities! 


Some of the arrested were released in the first 
five days after some police paperwork mysteriously went 
missing. Hmmm... 


At around 11:15 a.m. about three thousand peo- 
ple had gathered at the main rally at the Ellipse. It was 
still damp and gloomy, and the lack of a large crowd had 
me a little depressed. But lo and behold, by 1:00 p.m. the 
sun was beating down, and about 12,000 people filled 
the Ellipse. Within the next couple of hours several thou- 
sand more people poured into the area. Most were rep- 
resentatives of various social organizations who came in 
with placards raised high and proud as they chanted sim- 
ple mantras of social justice. This was very disruptive to 
the speakers, but no one seemed to mind. We were 
happy to cheer them on, for the feeling of solidarity was 
tremendous. 


After a couple of hours in the scorching sun, | re- 
treated to the shade of some mature trees, which border 
the Ellipse. Here | met Monique Sessler, a family doctor 
from Williamsburg, Virginia who lived in Brazil for ten 
years, and spent two weeks in Nicaraugua after Hurri- 
cane Mitch. 


“All of the people are talking about the debt in 
Brazil,” she told me. “You hear about it everywhere you 
go.” She felt at home in Brazil, and blended in well with 
her darker than average complexion. She thought that 
Brazilians were poor until she traveled to Nicaraugua. In 
Nicaraugua, structural adjustments are crushing the pop- 
ulation. With sixty percent unemployment, it is hard to 
imagine how the country can even function! The people 
here have little sense of any nationalism or a true 
democracy. Most of the land reclaimed by the San- 
danistas has been lost since the 1990s, and many peo- 
ple have fled to the mountains to live. Most of the peo- 
ple live in areas that lack even the most basic infrastruc- 
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ture. Alack of access to clean water and arable land has 
raised the infant mortality rate, and left many people sick 
and starving. 


In more populated areas, naked children beg at 
intersections where traffic has stopped. Local fruit stands 
have little to offer, and what is available is hardly appetiz- 
ing. Much of the arable land has been converted into cof- 
fee plantations for export production. Coffee grown for lo- 
cal consumption is quite sub-standard. Monique de- 
scribed the local coffee as having the consistency of mud. 
She said it was the most disgusting coffee imaginable. 
When | asked her why anyone would drink it, she laughed 
and said, “what else would they have for coffee?” | guess 
people everywhere need their caffeine fix. Getting the IMF 
and World Bank out of places like Nicaraugua is the first 
step in effecting positive change. Even with all she has 
seen, Monique still believes that there is hope for places 
like Nicaraugua. 


| thanked her for a wonderful conversation and 
headed back out into the sun. In the medic tent a group 
of vounteers worked hard around a fresh batch of pepper 
spray victims. They had a good stock of fresh water and 
used mineral oil and witch hazel to neutralize the burn of 


the pepper spray. 


In the deep shade of the tent, John Fiege (below 
right) was receiving treatment to his eyes, face, arms and 
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pepper spray he received nine hours earlier! Apparently 
this stuff has staying power! John, who was wearing an of- 
ficial White House press pass, was in Washington covering 
the direct actions for www.publicwebworks.org - one of 
Ralph Nader's projects. 


He was photographing a group of police officers 
who were charging some protesters who had locked arms 
to block the intersection at 20" and “K” street. He was 
panning back and forth between the police and the 


PWM yn Tove ae 
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protesters, when an unmarked van drove by and an officer 
sprayed him directly in the face. He held up his press 
pass, but the officer continued to spray him until he re- 
treated. He received some first-aid shortly thereafter but 
was still suffering nine hours later! 


Some time later the Indigo Girls took to the stage as 
the main march began. There was some confusion as the 
many groups and organizations began to converge into a 
huge mass of people. Everyone was eager to get things 
moving, but it was hard to tell which way we were sup- 
posed to go. Organizers in orange vests tried their best to 
direct people, but they were hardly noticed amongst the 
tens of thousands of people. After about a five-minute 
backlog, the crowd began to slowly move forward. It was 
difficult to estimate the total people in the march, but it 
seemed to completely encompass about four city blocks. 
While we were marching forward, we could see the head 
of the parade going in the opposite direction two biocks 
away!! | was dumb-founded. | thought we were near the 
front! Several times | became lost in the crowd and it al- 
ways took a couple of minutes for me to find my partner, 
Darrick Thomson. We became separated from our group 
of six only three or four minutes into the parade! 


Several hundred people lined the sidewalks to 
watch the parade and listen to the crowd's roaring chants. 
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Most of the chants were in the form of a question and an- 
swer reciprocation. “What do we want?”, “Dump the 
debt!” “When do we want it?”, “Now!!!”. For the group | 
was with, the most memorable chant of the day was, 
“Who's streets?”, “Our streets!!” Later, on the subway, 
someone yelled from.across a platform at us, “Who's sub- 
way?” Several other people joined in as we replied, “Our 
subway!” 


The sun set into a beautifully cool evening after sev- 


sce 


eral hours of eighty degree heat. The Toronto groups dis- 
cussed the days events and made plans for the future as 
we waited for our buses across from RFK stadium. Thirty 
minutes after our buses were scheduled to leave, three 
police cruisers and a paddy wagon pulled up to our curb- 
side campout in front of the local armoury. It seems our 
presence made them nervous, so they called the police. 
What was even funnier, was that the police seemed con- 
cerned for our safety in this “part of town”. One of our 
group elected to ride with the police posse to find our 
buses. About fifteen minutes later, our four buses re- 
turned with a full police escort. It turned out that they 
were stuck in a traffic jam caused by an accident. 


For me the bus ride home was a complete blackout. 
| hardly even moved before we got to Rochester. Fatigue 
can be a wonderful friend sometimes. At the border, a 
Canadian Customs officer boarded the bus for a routine 
check and congratulated us on our actions against the 
World Bank and the IMF, exclaiming, “I hate the bastards 
too!” 


April 16", 2000 will be a day that will live in my 
memory for a long time to come. Prepare yourself for a 
rise in consciousness people. Solidarity is on the move, 
and it's coming to a town near you! 


A16 Mobilization for Global Justice 
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American Youth for 
Global Justice 


By Chaitanya K. Kalevar 


Washington, the capital of the 
United States of America, the 
only superpower on planet 
earth often behaves as if it is 
the capital of the planet earth 
itself. Damn the United Na- 
tions, only four hours drive to 
its New York Headquarters. 


Since the Civil Rights Move- 
ment and the antiwar protests 
of the 70s, the American 
scene has mellowed into the suburban dream of a home 
with two cars, three TVs, and a computer connected to the 
internet. The Seattle, Washington experience against the 
[WTO] World Trade Organization meeting in December 99 


was an eye-opener for the sleepy American scene. The tear 


gas, pepper spray and the rubber bullets rippled through 
the American youth grapevine. The wave did not die. It 
surfaced again on the East Coast, in Washington, DC to 
greet the delegates of the International Monetary Fund 
[IMF] and the World Bank [WB]. 
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On Sunday, April 16, 2000 a large crowd gathered at the 
Ellipse in front of the capital. There were four buses from 
Toronto full of youthful occupants who arrived in the 
morning and returned at night. The big crowds dispersed 
on Sunday. Monday, 17 April 2000 was the day of the 
committed, those who were willing to risk their working 
day and more. The Monday protest meant that downtown 
businesses, the capital and George Washington University 
were closed for the day. This meant the streets were 
empty of the usual office workers and a larger section of 
downtown Washington was closed than on Sunday. 


From Seattle to Washington 


The Seattle experience had given the Washington police 
an edge on the demonstrators. They were fully aware of 
the tactics and strategy that the activists were likely to 
use. They took many preemptory actions on Saturday, 15 


April. 


1. They arrested hundreds of protesters on a charge of 
protesting without a permit, which is a charge not 
too different from jaywalking. Chief Ramsey set the 
tone “I do not think anyone wants any violence — 
not the police, not the protesters.” 


2. They also disrupted the nerve centre of the March 


for Global Justice by using the fire safety code to 
close the premises. The Convergence Centre as it 
was known, had provided housing to out-of-towners, 
and performed a very important on-site coordinating 
function for the various affinity groups. 
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This scared some, demoralized the timid, but the tough 
resolved not to buck, come what may. They arrested some 
key organizers, who were ensuring that everyone had the 
phone number to call if arrested. (One of them was named 
by the Washington Post as 23 year old Peace Activist, 

_ Ms Nisha Anand.) 


In any case, the Washington Police were more experienced 
at dealing with large demonstrations than the Seattle 
ones. They acted professionally and did not overreact. 


The demonstration scene had changed since the civil 
rights marches. Then the demonstrators were largely 
black, and the police were all white. Now it was a complete 
reversal of the racial divide. The demonstrators were 
young and white, the police were mixed, but at many cor- 
ners largely black. Some placards read: “I am ashamed of 
the US government.” “Beware. We are people who care.” 
One referred to the Sixties - “It is not flower power, it is 
people power.” 


| inspected the barricaded perimeter from street to street. 
| asked, "How does the media get in?” | noticed that all the 
officers in command were white. Some said, "Only White 
House staff gets in from here.” Others directed me to an- 
other intersection. In one instance, the commanding offi- 
cer was a white female. The promotional policies of the 
Washington police were showing their ugly discriminating 
face. 


When | came across a group of young demonstrators with 
only their pants on and with their nipples covered, | had to 


ask, "why did they cover their nipples?" The answer lies in 
an old sexist law that prohibits women from exposing their 
nipples in public. The men in the group covered their 
nipples too, in solidarity. [Photo on page 13] 


Monday saw a smaller committed crowd: 


On Monday, the crowds were smaller than on Sunday. 

The wide expanse of the capital [as opposed to downtown 
Seattle] made a blockade by demonstrators more difficult. 
They were spared that hassle by the downtown businesses 
and the US government's nonessential services taking a 
day off. Washington Police had closed all streets on a — 
much larger section of the downtown. Some Metro sta- 
tions were closed too, to prevent entry of demonstrators 

in the blockaded area. 


As groups marched away from the Ellipse, | followed a spir- 
ited group of activists from western Massachusetts, who 
ended up in front of George Washington University. 


They were rallied together by a bullhorn held by a “take 
charge” Jenny. Just before using the bullhorn, she had 
come and introduced herself to me as | walked along look- 
ing for action, with a big smile and said, “Hi, | am Jenny.” 
Then she asked for an escort to go to the restroom. When 
she returned the march of about 200 started from the El- 


lipse. 


At the University, as they marched into a blocked street, 
about twenty demonstrators just sat down in front of the 
blockade. For about two hours there was a stand off. 
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It was cold and drizzling that day. The police were well 
clothed - the demonstrators were not. The police stayed 
behind their barricades. The officer in charge came out to 
negotiate with Jenny and the committed twenty. The police 
would not arrest them. Many grumbled, “no negotiations 

- with the police...do what you have to.” [photo on page 14] 


Distraction during the stand-off 


Suddenly there were two loud voices heard from about a 
block or two away. One was male and another female. 

We heard these two being arrested, as they boldly and 
loudly shouted their animal rights messages. One of their 
colleagues was holding a banner with their web-site ad- 
dress on it [www.meatstinks.com]. She alone kept shout- 
ing “Go Veg.” | had to rethink my common response to the 
question “Are you Vegetarian?” My usual response is “I am 
Vegetarian, when I eat vegetables.” | suddenly felt very 
limited by that response. In spite of my awareness that 
North American chickens grow on the steady diet of 
steroids and antibiotics, and not to mention the mad cow 
disease, | continue to wink and nudge when | am in a situ- 
ation where meat is the main option. | have yet to rational- 
ize that missing a meal is better than eating meat. 

One day... 


Resist we must - We want to be arrested 


The group huddled, and all spectators were asked to move 
back. The group organizers informed us that “The police 
are edgy, we do not want them to feel threatened.” One of 
them rose to go over the barricade. She was repeatedly 


warned not to cross the barricade with a baton on her up- 
per arms. [photo below] 


Reason prevailed. The commanding officer ordered the po- 
lice not to hit them, and then they just went over the barri- 
cade. The police realized that the protesters just wanted to 
get arrested nonviolently. On the other side of the barri- 
cade, some walked and some were dragged by their shoul- 
ders or lifted away by their fours. 


The last one to go over was Jenny. In her own style, she 
blew kisses to the waiting crowd in all four directions. 

A call was made. Two buses arrived and they were taken 
away. One of the media people remarked, "It's past two, 
it's time for lunch.” A police officer with all the plastic 
handcuffs loudly asked “Anybody else?" Many giggled at 
the offer. There were no takers. 


| could not help but think to myself, "The Indian non-violent 
tactics have been learned and internalized by the Ameri- 
can Youth." They were not just taking on American capital- 
ism, they were more focused on Imperialism. It is a solid 
beginning for the people's globalization in the belly of the 
beast. IMF, World Bank and World Trade Organization 
watch out! 


Chai Kalevar was at the Seattle protests in November/De- 
cember 1999, and spent a week in Washington, DC during 
the A16 Mobilization for Global Justice. 
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Live from Windsor - it’s Protest Night In Canada! 


The Series So Far: GRIN — 2: WWI — O. 


‘GRIN: Globalization — Resistance — International — Not- 
incorperated 
WWI: We take over - World Bankruptcy - International 
Misery fund 


Good evening world event fans. It's June the 4” in Wind- 
sor, Ontario, Canada and it’s time for the live coverage of — 
PROTEST NIGHT IN CANADA! And now with our pre-protest 
commentary, here's Norman Normalpath and Leonard Lib- 
eral. 


Norman: Good evening world event fans 
and welcome to protest night in Canada 
and the third protest in this exciting 
semifinal series for the direction that 
humanity will take in the 21° century. 
And what a series so far between the 
forces of corporate totalitarianism and 
the ecozoic age, civil society democrats. 
The viewers at home are in for quite a 
demonstration aren't they Leonard? 


Leonard: You can bet your billions they 
are Norm. After that last confrontation 
in Washington of 30,000 unarmed 
peaceful protestors arrayed against the 
forces of the state in full riot gear, on 
horses and in armoured personnel vehi- 
cles, using riot batons, rubber bullets and tear gas, one 
never knows where this protest will go. 


Norman: And what an exciting ending for that contest as 
the majority of media pundit-judges awarded the globaliza- 
tion resistance international not-incorperated team (or 
GRIN) a moral and technical victory, even though they 
failed to shut down the IMF and World Bank meeting, 
which of course was the goal of the protest. 


Leonard: Yes indeed Norm. One has to give the GRIN 
forces credit, but a really controversial victory call from the 
pundit-judges that certainly vexed the We Take Over, World 
Bankruptcy and International Misery Fund team. You 
know, their acronym that is not really an acronym. WWI 
stands for We Win Incessantly. 


Norman: Well, Leonard, winners and losers, that's what 
this worlds all about isn't it? 


Leonard: Not if the GRIN side can help it Norman. 
Norman: | don’t care Lenny! Viewer, tonights protest will 


be between the GRIN team and the Organization of Ameri- 
can States with their Free Trade Area of the Americas 
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agenda and what a heat for your viewing pleasure this 
evening. The prize tonight is one more solid step forward 
via this FTAA agreement for multinational capitol and its 
goal of world domination, and what a sweet prize that 
would be, wouldn't you agree Lenny? 


Lenny: | guess so Norm. At least as long as you belong to 
that privileged 15% of the world population that utilize 85% 
of the world's goods and services. Of course the 3 billion 
folks that get by on two American dollars a day or less 
might have something to say about that. 


Norman: Well, it's not my fault if some 
people make bad choices with their 
lives. Anyway back to the protest where 
the opposing teams are starting to make 
their way onto the not-so-level playing 
field. Viewers, there's all kinds of wild, 
wonderful and colourful players from 
both sides now making their appear- 
ances. Look Lenny, there's Don Chre- 
tioni, the prime minister of Canada. Lets 
call him over for a few words. 


Leonard: Oh Mr. Prime Minister. 


Don Chretioni: Norm & Lenny, my fa- 
vorite Canadian announcers. Can | have 


ny Y f y Y x your autograph? 


Norman: Of course Don Chretioni, of course. And is it true 
that you have been a free-trader for many many years now? 


Don Chretioni: Yes, of course. An overwhelmingly majority 
of Canadians support the WTO, GATT free trade initiative as 
pursued by my very own Liberal Party of Canada. 


Leonard: But sir, a recent Angus Ried poll, based on 
interviews last February showed that Canadians are split 
down the middle in their support for unregulated free trade 
and that ‘opposition to the WTO may be hardening.’ 


Don Chretioni: That may be so but you tell me now, what 
does the average Canadian know about free trade? You 
know, this is really complicated stuff, hell, sometimes | 
wonder if even | understand it, but as leader of the country 
Canadians must trust me. As you know Leonard, everyone 
must follow the leader. How did that wonderful little song 
go. You remember the onewe were taught in kindergarten. 
lt was one of my personal favorites. Oh yes — following the 
leader, the leader, the leader, following the leader wher- 
ever he may go. See ya later guys. 


Norman: There he goes world event fans, the happy little 
corporate guy from Shawnacey Quebec. Ya just gotta love 


him. Now as we were saying Lenny, tonights semifinal 
protest is a really big deal. In fact the FTAA agreement 
being negotiated by the OAS is touted as being the biggest 
trade deal in history, what with the trading zone covering a 
$10 trillion economic area and combining the economic 
output of 34 countries with a population of 800 million 


people. 


Lenny: That's right Norm, they don't get much bigger than 
that, but there is that nagging little debate, what the GRIN 
people refer to as an open, inclusive and transparent 
democratic dialogue about whether all citizens in society 
benefit equally from these trade deals. I’ve even heard it 
said that it's mainly the rich who benefit from these agree- 
ments. 


Norman: Really, mainly the rich. Where you get those 
crazy ideas from Lenny is beyond me. But look over there 
at the head of the WWI procession. Isn't that the current 
OAS Secretary General and former president of Columbia — 
Cezar Gaviria? 


Lenny: Yes, it is Norm. Let me call him over to say a few 
words to our TV audience tonight. Welcome to our pre- 
protest highlights Secretary General. Any words of wisdom 
for our world events fans out there? 


Secretary General: Certainly gentlemen but please refer 
to me as El Presidente. The term infers a kind of raw power 
that Secretary General lacks. Secretary anything reeks of 
femininity, don't you agree? 


Lenny: Yes sir, | see. About those few words. 


Secretary General: Consumers of the Americas, it is a 
time of great joy for all. Thanks to our friends in America, 
who have bestowed upon us both the Washington Consen- 
sus and the Neoliberal Model of Economics, we will soon 
have one mammoth free trade zone stretching from Alaska 
to Argentina by the year 2005. The FTAA will be a fantastic 
wealth generating machine and soon we will all be rich 
beyond our wildest dreams. 


Leonard: Not to rain on your parade El Presidente, but 
some of our viewers have pointed out that after 20 years of 
globalization and numerous trade agreements, in 34 of the 
36 countries in the OAS, 40 to 60% of the population 
remain mired in deep poverty. They further charge that 
with loans from the IMF and World Bank, and, the reality of 
compound interest, their countries will never be able to pay 
off all their debts. Some call this economic imperialism. 


Secretary General: Patience my friend, they must have 
patience. The wealth will soon trickle down. 


Leonard: Well, I'm not an economist, but to my untrained 
eye, the wealth seems to be gushing upward - not trickling 
down. 
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Secretary General: Ungrateful peasants, they just don't 
understand economics. In Columbia we know how to take 
care of such whiners and complainers. Good-bye! 


Norman: Nice going Lenny, you've enraged El Presidente. 
Look, he ran straight over to the Warlord Bill Clinton. Alias 
Wily, Willy, famous for his ability to talk out of both sides of 
his mouth at incredible speed. 


Leonard: Some people are so sensitive. Ladies and 
gentlemen, the protest field is starting to fill up now and 
the battle lines of the opposing teams are firming up. Most 
of the heavy hitters of the GRIN team are in position. 
There's the infamous leftest wingnut - to use a colourfull 
phrase recently coined by Alberta premier Ralph Klein - 
Noam Chompers. Along side of Mr. Chompers is Council of 
Hosers chairperson Maude Wheelbarrow, dressed in stun- 
ning green sea turtle attire. And as usual, a massive cast 
of thousands to support the forces of civil society in this 
protest tonight. An impressive spectacle for the eyes of our 
TV viewers to feast upon this evening. 


Norman: Yes indeed Lenny. The WWI team is looking quite 
dapper as always in their blue and gray pinstripe suits. It's 
interesting to contrast the rather grim look of determina- 
tion etched in their faces with the smiling, almost playful 
countenance of the GRIN players. 


Leonard: You know their motto Norm. If we can't have fun 
at the revolution, why have a revolution at all. 


Norman: | was unaware of that little gem Lenny. Viewers, 
the police look quite smart this evening in their full body 
armour, polished helmets and brandishing those billy 
clubs. They are already to go and the anticipation, heavy in 
the air tonight, is palpable. Both sides are at the blue-line 
world event fans, and the buzzer has just sounded to start 
this protest. 


Leonard: Wow look at that ladies and gentlemen, one 
extremely quick and nimble GRIN player has bounded over 
the police barricades and is making a beeline toward the 
Secretary General of the OAS. What's that in his hand? Oh 
my God Norm, is that a gun in his hands? 


Norman: No, it's a pie ladies and gentlemen, and judging 
by the bright yellow filling, | would say it’s a lemon chiffon 
pie. Mmmmm, one of my favorites. And yes, he’s placed 
the pie - rather unceremoniously | might add - smack dab 
in the Secretary Generals face. Boy does he look pissed. 
But what a sensational opening play by the forces of GRIN 
for this protest tonight... 


Dear Readers. On a more serious note - but not too 
serious - the Organization of American States will be 
meeting in Windsor, Ontario on June 4" - 6” to advance the 
Free Trade Area of the Americas agenda. in the spirit of 
Seattle and Washington, let us go forth and confront the 
forces of corporate totalitarianism. See you there. 
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Some Considerations on the Interface between 


Megatecnnology and the Biosphere 


or Friends, Citizens of Planet Earth, Techno Sapiens: lend me your Sensors — By Bernard Eccles 


Good day sisters and brothers of the Resistance. 


It's Bernard here, once again, to humbly beg a little of your 
precious time for some rumination on a matter of consider- 
able import. Well, | think it's important, even though as | 
write these words on this page the words of my Buddhist 
teacher waft through my consciousness: “Bernard, nothing 
you do is THAT important.” For the moment however, lets 
leave HIM out of the picture shall we? Perhaps you are a 
dedicated reader of The ACTivist and having read my article 
in the previous edition are now thinking something along 
these lines, “Oh no, it's that depressing, distressing, envi- 
ronmental activist ranter guy — I'm outta here, are there 
any good movies on?” 


One morning several weeks ago, an event jumped onto the 
page of our collective reality which caught me off guard. 
Having just arose, | was breaking the fast with a cup of 
coffee — fair trade, organic of course — when a headline in 
the Glib and Stale, sorry that's not very nice, The Globe and 
Mail, shattered my semi-somnolent and generally peaceful, 
state of morning mind. “Robots, genetics pose grave dan- 
ger; scientist. Technology close to being out of control” And 
then there was Richard Gwyn's column in the Toronto Star. 
“Preparing for the day when machines take charge." And 
last but not least, The Washington Post. (Yes | know | read 
too many newspapers.) “Cyber guru fears extinction of- 
humanity. Techno-threat greater than Nuclear arms." 


Now, just as if a marine drill seargent had called the troops 
to full attention, | was fully awake. 


“Bloody hell!” | muttered, “What next?”. 


Plunging into these alarming predictions, | discovered that 
Bill Joy, a highly respected creator of the Information Age, 
who is also the chief scientist and co-founder of Sun 
Microsystems Inc.; the leading Web technology manufac- 
turer, as well as being the original co-chair of the presiden- 
tial commission of the future of information technology, 
was more than a little concerned about current evolution- 
ary pathways in certain technological systems. His warning 
to humanity - uh oh, another warning to humanity - was an 
extraordinary critique of accelerating technological change 
in which he suggested that new technologies could cause 
“something like extinction” of human kind within the next 
two generations. The appeal, which he likened to Albert 
Einstein's famous 1939 letter to Franklin D. Roosevelt 
alerting him to the possibility of a Nazi Atomic bomb, was 
published in the April edition of WIRED magazine and 
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entitled “Why the Future Doesn't Need Us”. In the 11,000- 
word essay he urges technologists to reconsider the ethics 
of the drive towards constant scientific innovation, he 
writes, “We are being propelled into this new century with 
no plan, no control - the fail-safe point - is rapidly ap- 
proaching”. My oh my, | hadn't even started my granola 
yet! 


No it wasn’t the message that had me a little dumb- 
founded. It was the messenger. 


Mr. Joy is a technologist par-excellent. His genius in the 
field of computer research is beyond question and his craft 
has made him very wealthy many times over. Bill - if | may 
take the liberty to refer to him as such - is a true believer in 
the world of mega-technology, and ranks along with that 
other Bill as a bona fide member of this planets techno- 
cratic elite. So dear reader, l'm sure you can comprehend 
the significance of such a gentleman as Mr. Joy casting a 
dark shadow on what is sold ad nauseam to all the earth's 
people as the shining technological utopia that awaits all in 
the near future. 


While working as an environmental outreach person for 
Greenpeace over the last eight years, | inevitably met up 
with the same old opposition and school of thought which 
is so common. “You guys at Greenpeace are just too 
radical. Environmentalists constantly make mountains out 
of molehills. Granted there are a few problems with the 
environment but no worries mate. Good old human inge- 
nuity along with our vast ability for technological innovation 
will most certainly, undoubtedly, completely always save 
the day”. 


Sisters and Brothers, let me assure you that the technologi- 
cal fix mythology is quite simply that, mythology, and very 
dangerous mythology at that. 


Of the proponents and priesthood of this particular mythos, 
as well as their high technology handiwork in the fields of 
biotechnology, robotics/artificial intelligence and nano- 
technology, our friend Bill Joy had this to say: 


“I think it is no exaggeration to say we are on the cusp of 
the further perfection of extreme evil, an evil whose possi- 
bility spread well beyond that which weapons of mass 
destruction bequeathed to the nation-states (meaning nu- 
clear, biological and chemical weapons), on to a surprising 
and terrible empowerment of extreme individuals’. 


Let's ever so briefly take a look at the nature of this 
‘extreme evil’ that fills Mr. Joy with so much dread. 


The first is that of robotics; thinking machines with artificial 
intelligence, mobile computers that within a matter of two 
or three short decades will be a million times more power- 
ful than the computers of today. These will set the stage 
for a “robot species” that will create evolved copies of 
themselves. Some robotics specialists such as Hans 
Moravec feel that evolutionary logic dictates that robots 
will, and indeed must, succeed human beings, therefore 
leading to our extinction. Nothing personal mind you; 
simple evolutionary principles simply inform us that biologi- 
cal species almost never survive encounters with superior 
competitors. Nuff said. 


The second area of concern is genetic/biotechnology. The 
resistance and struggle with respect to this technology 
around issues of corporate accountability, long term eco- 
logical safety and health matters, as well as evolutionary 
integrity, the social implications of an emerging genotoc- 
racy (a new aristocracy based on human genetic engineer- 
ing), biological diversity and world food supply, are now 
well advanced on the world stage. Bill notes that while 
some apparent short term benefits may have come about, 
the technology has also set the stage for new man-made 
plagues that could literally wipe out the natural world. 
Bartender, make mine a triple please. 


The third area of concern is most likely the least well 
known in the public arena. Welcome to the brave new 
world of nanotechnology that involves the creation of smart 
machines on an atom to atom basis. Carbon atoms to be 
exact. These little beasties could be microscopically small 
and thus enter human bodies through the blood stream to 
perform all kinds of wonderful medical tasks or like the fly 
sized creatures currently being designed by the American 
military for war applications and espionage scenarios. 
Since these little suckers also have the capacity for self- 
replication there is no room for error when we release them 
into the biosphere. 


And | do mean no room for error, nada, zilch, absolutely 
none. 


lf the software somehow fails and these nanobots, as 
they're called, keep on reproducing they could out-compete 
biological life forms for resources very quickly. Molecular 
electronics and self-replication at many many times the 
speed of today's fastest computers. Simply fantastic I’m 
sure you would agree. But once again, no mistakes, for if 
we make an error, these little babies could reduce the 
biosphere to dust in a matter of days. The good news is 
that these marvels in technology should be rolling off the 
assembly line in as little as twenty years’ time. As well, 
human beings should be well on their way towards gaining 
garden-variety immortality by downloading our conscious- 
ness into bodies of silicone and thus becoming one with 
robotic technology. Ain’t science grand. 
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The salient point about all three of these revolutionary 
technological systems is that for better or worse they are 
able to utilize the reproductive and evolutionary processes 
once confined to the natural world. Up to now, dangerous 
human inventions like nuclear bombs could never self- 
replicate. With the advent of these systems that reality has 
come to an end. We are moving to a new phase in our 
relationship with the process of technical evolution that 
moves ahead with ever greater speed and seems to have 
taken on a life of its own. The 21“ century technologies - 
genetics, nanotechnology and robotics - are so powerful 
that they can spawn whole new classes of accidents and 
abuses and a brand new arms race as well. As Joy points 
out, unlike the old 20" century systems of mass destruc- 
tion, these new systems will be well within the reach of 
individuals and small groups, as they do not require large 
facilities or rare raw materials. Therefore we have the 
possibility not just of weapons of mass destruction but of 
knowledge-enabled mass destruction, where the destruc- 
tiveness is hugely amplified by the power of self-replication. 


Defending Living Earth: 
The Neo-Luddite Resistance 


At this point we might find it helpful to slip into a more 
immediate frame of reference and roughly draw a more 
comprehensive picture of the megatechnological matrix 
that we are allowing to envelop our world. Let's begin with 
a general description of what the term megatecnology 
means. 


“The forms of technology that are upon us have evolved to 
the point where they are now of global scale and impact. 
They interlock with one another, forming yet a more power- 
ful global creature. We may call this megatechnology. 
Computers, cellphones, Walkmans, televisions, satellites, 
lasers, space technology, videogames, high-speed travel, 
agribusiness, combined with the institutional corporations, 
transnational/top-down trade agreements, dominant politi- 
cal powers, massive military technologies - also combined 
with globalization, monolithic ideologies of growth, ex- 
ploitation of nature, superiority of the western world view, 
superiority of human beings over all other life, as well as a 
corporate scientism where science becomes the hand- 
maiden of technology rather than the other way around. 


The coming together of all these elements, material, ideo- 
logical and technospiritual into one vast inescapable sys- 
tem posing the greatest threat; a machine that exploits and 
kills cultures, nations and nature?” 


Yup, that about sums it up. 
And now for a breath of fresh air. 
All over the world there is a resistance brewing to the 


megatechnological behemoth. It has many names, innu- 
merable variants of bio-diverse manifestation. For the 
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purpose of this particular essay we will refer to it as the 
Neo-Luddite Resistance, keeping in mind that this resis- 
tance defies codification or commodification. This neo- 
luddite variant is an open resistance to the technological 
will-to-power and so called technological ‘progress’. The 
data is all in and the evidence is irrefutable. The conclu- 
sions are inescapable. We pronounce this experiment 
gone awry as a failed paradigm. Bye-bye. 


After two centuries of techno-industrial ‘advancement, sev- 
eral glaring conclusions rise to the fore. The first being 
that the technology that has given birth to the megatechno- 
logical matrix is never neutral. It is not - as the techno- 
cratic elite incessantly propagandize; ‘Now boys and 
girls...’ - simply a case of whether it be utilized for good or 
evil. Technological determinism is indeed a reality. There 
truly is inappropriate technology; machines and systems of 
machines that sacrifice the public good to enrich the few. 
We must acknowledge that the drive towards rampant 
profiteering and competing, inherent in techno-industrial 
capitalism, corrupts our morality and clouds our inborn 
immaculate propensity for co-operation, compassion and 
the creative insight that is the birthright of all humanity. 
Thus in the western world we are lulled to sleep and 
reduced to passivity; kept entertained with mindless dis- 
traction and ever more titillating technological spectacles. 
In the meantime our industrial system is overwhelmingly 
dominated by processes that degrade our natural biologi- 
cal systems upon which all life on earth depends for their 
health, sustenance and survival. We are mesmerized ever 
again by another wave of technical innovation where BIG 
and SHORT TERM CONVENIENCE blind us to the model's 
appropriateness for corporate control, centralization and 
the maximization of profits. Ecological and human scale 
are seldom considered. 


Considered with clarity, one cannot help seeing it as a 
question of power. The matrix robs people of their land 
and sustenance; creates technological unemployment 
while desecrating the water, air, forest, soil and atmo- 
sphere. All beings, human or otherwise, suffer the conse- 
quences. Beyond any doubt this process is a supreme 
abuse of power. 


Moving Toward Appropriate Technology 


All rignt already. Let’s consider an alternative vision and 
how we might move in that direction. First of all neo- 
luddites are not proposing that we turn the clock back to 
some idealized pretechnical society. However in a demo- 
cratic society - yes | know; we will have to create one first - 
we must develop the criterion used to evaluate whether the 
said technology is indeed appropriate. There must be open 
and informed debate to this end. Every technology has 
costs and benefits. As a society we should investigate the 
ecological, social, practical, ethical, aesthetic and spiritual 
implications of the technology or process in question. For 
example, with respect to ecological considerations we 


might ask the following: 


1) What are its effects on the health of the planet and of 
the person? 

2) Does it preserve or destroy biodiversity? 

3) Does it preserve or reduce ecosystem integrity? 

4) What are its effects of the land and soil? 

5) What are its effects on the wildlife? 

6) How much and what kind of waste does it generate? 

7) Does it incorporate the principals of ecological design? 
8) Does it break the bond of renewal between human and 
nature? 

9) Does it preserve or reduce cultural diversity? 

10) What is the totality of its effects, its ecology? 


These are just a few questions that would be key consider- 
ations in a conscious, transparent, inclusive and demo- 
cratic debate about the cost/benefit analysis for any newly 
emerging technology being considered for introduction into 
society. History has taught us that once a technical system 
is embedded in a civilization it is only with great difficulty 
that it can be removed. We would do well to keep in mind 
that practically all waves of technological innovation found 
their genesis in the military or the corporation, and there- 
fore, the reasons for their emergence were death or the 
profit motive. Given this undeniable historical trend, is it 
so unreasonable that as a species we might choose to 
relinquish particular technologies altogether? | think not. 
This type of exercise is long overdue. In fact | would 
suggest that it be acknowledged and utilized as a perma- 
nent engineering tool for our cultural evolution. 


As a species we can choose to enter the very human realm 
of prudence and the very human scale of community. To 
create sustainable ecological societies we will decide to 
decrease speed, decrease industrial scale, decentralize 
and democratize politically and perhaps most important of 
all; genuinely spiritualize. 


We must take great care not to be seduced by the siren 
song constantly emanating from the technocratic elite with 
their promise of a high-tech god realm. Those high priests 
of megatechnology who tempt us with genetic/biotech, 
robotic and nanotech dreams, while omitting the dangers 
of these dreams so eloquently described by our friend Bill 
Joy. We should distrust strangers bearing technological 
gifts that purport to eliminate hunger, satisfy all material 
desires, eliminate pain and illness, ensure unlimited plea- 
sure and perpetual beauty and roll back the aging process 
towards something akin to immortality. In return for all of 
this technocratic wonder we need only surrender our hu- 
manity. 


Ladies and gentlemen: it’s the oldest trick in the book. 


Yes, the dream of a technological paradise that unfortu- 
nately - or perhaps fortunately - is a dream that could just 
as well become humanities final nightmare. So ten-hup 
sisters and brothers, let the dance of resistance begin! 


Some Considerations on the Interface between Megatechnology and the Biosphere 


continued from page 5 


U.S. Air Force Sued Over Low Level Training Flights 


numerous other organizations. These groups represent ranchers, 
farmers, environmentalists, outdoor recreationalists such as 
fishers, hunters, rafters and hikers, backcountry outfitters and 
guides, and other residents of rural areas across the nation. 


"These citizens are united in the belief that the Air Force's 
Program requires analysis that is national in scope to determine 
its cumulative effects," said Grace Potorti, executive director of 
RAMA. "As the Air Force continues to expand its low-level 
flight training program, the people who live and work in these 
rural areas are increasingly exposed to the sudden onset and 
deafening roar of low-level military overflights." 


About 13 years ago the Air Force began preparing a generic 
environmental impact statement (GEIS) to address uniform and 
repetitive impacts of its low-level training flights throughout the 
nation. However, after an initial draft was prepared, the Air 
Force abandoned the effort because it felt the GEIS was too 
legally and politically sensitive, and reflected badly on the Air 
Force, the groups say. 


The Air Force has established about 1,000 low-level military 
training routes and airspaces across the nation, used for training 
in low-level tactical maneuvers. The numerous low-level routes 
and airspaces that make up the Air Force's low-level training 
program fit together like pieces in a puzzle and function together 
as a vast interconnected training network or range. The Air 
Force's uses close to one million square miles in its low-level 
flight training program - about a quarter of the total area within 
the U.S. The majority of the airspace is located over rural areas. 
Much of it occurs over sensitive public lands such as national 
wilderness areas, national parks, national wildlife refuges, and 
wild and scenic rivers. The Air Force has never conducted a 
comprehensive analysis of the cumulative effects that its low- 
level training program is having on these sensitive areas. 


The noise of jet engines can panic wildlife and livestock 


The German Air Force also conducts low-level training flights in 
U.S. air space over New Mexico, because these flights were 
outlawed in Germany due to adverse health effects. 


"The Air Force cannot avoid its obligations under the law and 
deny that its low-level flight training program has broad effects 
across the nation," said Simeon Herskovits, staff attorney for the 
Western Environmental Law Center and lead counsel on the 
case. "Yet that is precisely what the Air Force has done. For over 
a decade the Air Force has been trying to mask the nationwide 
Scope and impacts of its Program by breaking up the required 
analysis into many site-specific documents, each of which 
examines only the local impacts of a particular segment of the 
Program." 


The lawsuit alleges that the Air Force's low-level flight training 
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program is having cumulative harmful impacts on the nation’s 
environment. In particular, the complaint points out that many of 
the Air Force's low-level flights are conducted over National 
Wilderness Areas, National Parks, National Wildlife Refuges, 
and other sensitive public lands that are set aside and managed 
for special uses or purposes such as conservation or recreational 
use. The frequent intrusion of roaring, low flying military 
aircraft on these special public lands, the lawsuit alleges, is 
cumulatively undermining their ability to serve the functions for 
which they were created. 


These highly intrusive military overflights are also having 
harmful impacts on a wide variety of wildlife species. For 
example, the Air Force's low-level training flights repeatedly 
disrupt migratory flyways on which a variety of bird species 
depend. They intrude on vital habitat for raptors such as the bald 
eagle and peregrine falcon, and mammals such as bighorn sheep 
and antelope. The flights interfere with these species’ ability to 
reproduce successfully and sometimes causing them to abandon 
suitable habitat, the lawsuit alleges. 


In addition, the Air Force's program is harming ranchers and 
farmers by causing livestock to panic and stampede, injuring 
themselves and causing other property damage. 


Backcountry outfitters and guides also are negatively impacted , 
by the Air Force's Program, which diminishes their ability to 
provide an undisturbed outdoor experience to the outdoor 
recreationalists they serve. 


Several federal agencies, including the National Park Service, 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, the U.S. Forest Service, and the Council on Environmen- 
tal Quality, have reported on the program wide impacts that the 
Air Force's low-level flight training program is having on public 
lands systems, wildlife and humans, the lawsuit alleges. 


In addition, the groups say, Native American tribes and citizens’ 
groups have protested to the Air Force about the broad cumula- 
tive impacts that its Program is having across broad sections of 
the nation. Both federal agencies and private citizens have 
repeatedly requested that the Air Force prepare a programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement to comprehensively address 
the broad, cumulative effects of its Program, but the Air Force 
has consistently refused to do so, the lawsuit alleges. 


This article was reissued in Washington, D.C. by the 
Environmental News Service on February 2, 2000. 
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DND Watch 


News from the WAR Dept. 


Minister of Defence Says “Yes” to Ballistic Missile Defence 


The split in the federal Liberal cabinet over the issue of 
Canadian participation in the Pentagon's plans for ballistic 
missile defence (BMD) is now official. Art Eggleton, Minis- 
ter of Defence, has declared that he is generally support- 
ive of the U.S. plan to build a ballistic missile defence (or 
National Missile Defence, as the Pentagon calls it) system. 
He believes that it would 'make sense’ for Canada to back 
the program by accepting the American invitation to 
join the program. 


This is in stark contrast to Foreign Minister Lloyd Axwor- 
thy's position on the issue and to the official position of 
the Canadian government. Axworthy has stated that 
Canada cannot support the American BMD initiative be- 
cause it would violate the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty 
between the U.S. and Russia. This is also the omnes: posi- 
tion of the Canadian government. 


Eggleton's comments cast a revealing light on how BMD 
is viewed within the Department of National Defence 
(DND). DND's website (www.dnd.ca), for example, consti- 
tutes nothing less than an online manifesto in favour of 
Canadian participation in the American national missile 
defence program. |t defends the program as a response to 
U.S. concerns about! ‘he. defence. of the U.S. homeland in 
light of the proliferation of ballistic’ missile technology and 
weapons ^Í mass destruction. 


'Canada's Policy on Ballistic Missile Defence’ is a new 
document on the DND website and is presumably there in 
response to recent criticism of the U.S. government's plans 
and Canada's role in those plans. This document states 
that "the proliferation of short-, medium- and long-range 
ballistic missile technology to an increasing number of 
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countries represents a potential security challenge...In the 
longer term, ballistic missile technology is a potential risk 
to Canada itself. it is important, therefore, for Canada to 
understand this challenge and the proposed measures our 
Allies are considering to deal with this problem - including 
ballistic missile defence (BMD) against long-range mis- 
siles." 


Of course, it is not 'our Allies' (i.e. NATO) who are consid- 
ering the deployment of ballistic missile defence systems - 
only the U.S. In fact, the U.S. government has announced 
that it is prepared to proceed with the deployment of a bal- 
listic missile defence system with or without its NATO al- 
lies, despite what this may do to the concept of ‘shared 
defence' that supposedly underlies the NATO military 
alliance. 


The document notes that the U.S. formally adopted the 
‘three plus three’ approach to developing a BMD capability 
in 1996, the intent of which "was to attain, within three 
years, the requisite technological capability to field such a 
system." Deployment would follow within three years (i.e. 
in 2002) if technically feasible, should the assessed threat 
warrant it. These timelines, however, are cbviously not be- 
ing met, as the Pentagon recently projected a timeframe of 
2005 for the earliest possible deployment of a BMD sys- 
tem. 


Technical problems have plagued BMD research since 
the beginning, ieading many observers to conclude that 
BMD is not technologically feasible, despite the fact that 
over $60 billion US has been spent on the program. The 
Union of Concerned Scientists and the MIT Security Stud- 
ies Program have recently released a major study on the 
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technical feasibility of BMD technology which states that 
the "system under development by the United States 
would be ineffective against even limited ballistic missile 
attacks from emerging missile states." Obviously, then, 
more research, more tests, and many more billions are re- 
quired before BMD becomes a technically feasible option: 


The document then states that "to date, Canada has lim- 
ited its activities concerning BMD to research and consul- 
tation with the United States and other like-minded na- 
tions.” Yet, if the history of the arms race teaches us any- 


thing, it is that research into new weapons systems in- 
evitably leads to institutional and political pressure to im- 
plement these systems. Thus, by participating in this re- 
search DND has made a major contribution to a new arms 


. race centered around the development and deployment of 


BMD systems. 


‘Canada's Policy On Ballistic Missile Defence' affirms of- 
ficial Canadian government policy, which is that Canadian 
involvement in the deployment of a BMD system "would be 
predicated on the proposed system being compliant with 
the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty, or an updated treaty 
negotiated with Russia, as well as other arms control and 
disarmament agreements, protocols and arrangements." 
Of course, as everyone knows, the proposed system is not 
compliant with the 1972 Treaty, as it specifically prohibits 
the deployment of such systems. 


However, in another document on the DND website, 
'Defence Performance and Outlook 2000: Making A 
Difference At Home and Abroad’, in a section entitled 
Ballistic Missile Defence, things are phrased somewhat 
differently. Contrast the following quote with the statement 
quoted above: "Canadian participation might also depend 
on the proposed system's compliance with the 1972 Anti- 
Ballistic Missile Treaty, or an updated treaty negotiated 
with Russia, and on our existing arms-control and disarma- 
ment agreements." 


Hold on a minute. "Might also depend”? The officially 
stated policy of the government of Canada is that Cana- 
dian involvement in the deployment of any BMD system 
'would' depend on the proposed system's compliance with 
the 1972 ABM Treaty. Here, DND reveals its true perspec- 
tive on Canadian involvement in BMD. Clearly, it is in 
favour of Canadian involvement and is not prepared to let 
the 1972 ABM Treaty or official Canadian government pol- 
icy stand. in the way. 


Canadians need to wake up ta the fact that DND is 
actively working to subvert Canadian government policy 
and to push this country into supporting the U.S. govern- 
ment's plans for ballistic missile defence - presumably, 
with the full support of the.Minister of Defence. 


The ACTivist, May - June 2000 
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SHUT IT DOWN! 


OAS/FTAA General Assembly in Windsor, 
Ontario will not be Business as usual! 
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- Endorse the Action. 
Organize an Affinity Group for, Windsor. 
Join/start a regional action group. 
Join a working group and tap into the organizing. 
Spread the word and come SHUT DOWN THE OAS! 


June 1-3 


June 4-6 Shutdown! 


For more info contact stopftaa @ tao.ca or 
check out www.tao.ca/~stopftaa 


